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Detailed Action 

1. In response to communications entered on 12/07/2006, Claims 1-32 are presently 
pending; Claim 1 has been amended. No claims have been cancelled, nor added. 

2. Applicant's arguments, with respect to claims 1-32 have been considered, but are not 
persuasive. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 2/27/2004, accordingly, the 
information disclosure statement has been considered by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over JUSTIN et al 
(WO 02/057943/Filing Date: January 18, 2002) in view of TOBIAS et al. (WO 00/48375/Filing 
Date of Patent: February 1 1, 2000). 
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Claims 1 and 25 : 

Regarding Claims 1 and 25, JUSTIN teaches a method of 
managing digital content received from content providers and facilitating access to the digital 
content to a subscriber, the method comprising: 

assigning a first service level to a first content provider (PARAGRAPH [0041] & [0042], 
JUSTINS); 

assigning a second service level to a second content provider (PARAGRAPH [0041] & 
[0042], JUSTINS); 

JUSTIN discloses all the limitations above. However, JUSTIN does not disclose wherein 
receiving from the content providers feed files, each feed file having descriptive information 
describing digital content; determining if the feed files are approved by applying one or more 
templates to the feed files; receiving a request file from the subscriber, the request file containing 
one or more search criteria; and providing an answer file in response to the request file, the 
answer file identifying one or more feed files that meet the search criteria, wherein the feed files 
are identified according to a priority based on the service levels. 

However, TOBIAS does disclose receiving from the content providers feed files, each feed 
file having descriptive information describing digital content (PAGE 14, LINES 5-6, TOBIAS); 
determining if the feed files are approved by applying one or more templates to the feed files 
(PAGE 16, LINES 18-24, TOBIAS); receiving a request file from the subscriber, the request file 
containing one or more search criteria (PAGE 15, LINES 22-24 & LINES 1-4 AND LINES 12- 
17, TOBIAS); and providing an answer file in response to the request file, the answer file 
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identifying one or more feed files that meet the search criteria, wherein the feed files are 
identified according to a priority based on the service levels (PAGE 11, LINES 5-8, TOBIAS). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
incorporate an approval status, as well as identifying criteria that corresponds with the a request, disclosed 
by TOBIAS within JUSTIN system, for efficient processing and automating distribution of digital content 
to provide users with a quicker response in reference to their search request. 
Claim 2 : 

Regarding Claim 2, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches wherein determining if 
the feed files are approved comprises: 

determining that a first feed file is not approved based on comparison of the first feed file 
to a first template (PARAGRAPH [0014], JUSTIN); and 

the method further comprises: 

identifying the first feed file as unapproved (PARAGRAPH [01 14], JUSTIN); 

modifying the descriptive information of the unapproved feed file in accordance with the 
first template (PARAGRAPH [0132], JUSTIN); and 

identifying the first feed file as approved (SEE CLAIM 5, WHEREIN THIS 
LIMITATION HAS ALREADY BEEN ADDRESSED). 
Claim 3 : 

Regarding Claim 3, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches wherein applying 
templates to feed files comprises: 

comparing the descriptive information of a first feed file with a first template, the first 
template containing descriptive information (SEE CLAIM 2, WHERIEN THIS LIMITAION IS 
SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME AS DEFINED IN WITHIN CLAIM 2); and 



Application/Control Number: 10/789,722 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2163 

identifying the first feed file as approved if the descriptive information of the first feed 
file matches the descriptive information of the first template (SEE CLAIM 20, WHEREIN THIS 
LIMITAION HAS ALREADY BEEN ADDRESSED). 
Claim 4 : 

Regarding Claim 4, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches wherein multiple items of 
digital content relate to an event, and wherein receiving request files include receiving a request 
file containing search criteria met by the event and where providing answer files includes 
providing an answer file identifying the multiple items of content related to the event 
(PARAGRAPH [0121], WHEREIN SPECIFYING MULTIPLE ACCESSORS FOR EACH 
ACCOUNT, JUSTIN). 
Claim 5 : 

Regarding Claim 5, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches wherein applying 
templates to feed files comprises: 

identifying a first template as applicable to a first feed file, the first template having 
associated descriptive information (SEE CLAIM 8, WHERIN THIS LIMITATION IS 
SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME); 

storing descriptive information from the first template in the corresponding descriptive 
information of the first feed file (SEE CLAIM 18, WHEREIN THIS LIMITATION IS 
SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME); and 

identifying the first feed file as approved (SEE CLAIM 17, WHEREIN THIS 
LIMITATION IS SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME). 
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Claim 6 : 

Regarding Claim 6, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches wherein applying the 
templates comprises: 

identifying a specific content provider submitting a specific feed file (SEE CLAIM 23, 
WHERIN THIS LIMIT AION HAS ALREADY BEEN ADDRESSED); 

selecting a specific template based on the specific content provider; and applying the 
specific template to the specific feed file (SEE CLAIM 23, WHERIN THIS LIMITAION HAS 
ALREADY BEEN ADDRESSED). 
Claim 7 : 

Regarding Claim 7, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches wherein a specific feed file 
describing an event and wherein applying the templates comprises: 

identifying a specific category of the event (SEE CLAIM 24, WHERIN THIS 
LIMITAION HAS ALREADY BEEN ADDRESSED); 

selecting a specific template based on the specific category of the event (SEE CLAIM 24, 
WHERIN THIS LIMITAION HAS ALREADY BEEN ADDRESSED); and 

applying the specific template to the specific feed file (SEE CLAIM 16, WHEREIN 
THIS LIMITATION IS SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME AS DEFINED IN CLAIM 16). 
Claim 8 : 

Regarding Claim 8, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches wherein a specific feed file 
includes multiple fields of descriptive information, and wherein applying the templates 
comprises: 
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identifying a specific field of descriptive information (SEE CLAIM 7, WHERIEN THIS 
LIMIT AION IS SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME AS DEFINED IN CLAIM 7); 

selecting a specific template based on the specific field of information (SEE CLAIM 7, 
WHERIEN THIS LIMITAION IS SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME AS DEFINED IN CLAIM 
7); and i 

applying the specific template to the specific feed file (SEE CLAIM 7, WHEREIN THIS 
LIMATION HAS ALREADY BEEN ADDRESSED). 
Claim 9 : 

Regarding Claim 9, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches wherein the incoming feed 
file includes identifying information for locating and playing a streaming media file (FIGURE 5, 
ALL FEATURES, JUSTIN). 
Claim 10 : 

Regarding Claim 10, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches wherein a received feed 
file includes identifying information for locating (PARAGRAPH [0047], JUSTINS) and 
displaying a digital image (PARAGRAPH [0064], JUSTIN). 
Claim 11 ; 

Regarding Claim 11, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches sending a confirmation of 
receipt message to the content provider sending the feed file (PARAGRAPH [0073], JUSTIN). 
Claim 12 : 

Regarding Claim 12, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches wherein the answer files 
include the identified feed files (PARAGRAPH [0088], JUSTIN). 
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Claim 14 : 

Regarding Claim 14, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches a backpack window and a 
button configured to store a link to the event identified in the feed file and associated descriptive 
information in the backpack window (PARAGRAPH [0047], WHERIN PERIODICALLY 
SEARCHES, JUSTIN). 
Claim 15 : 

Regarding Claim 15, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches a Hotlist window and a 
button configured to open the Hotlist window, the Hotlist window for adding the incoming feed 
file to a specific location within the database (PARAGRAPH [0073] and [0133], JUSTIN). 
Claims 16 and 22 : 

Regarding Claims 16 and 22, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches a system for 
processing digital information, the system comprising: 
a network (FIGURE 1 , JUSTIN); 

at least one content provider connected to the network (PARGARAPH [0024], JUSTIN); 
at least one content consumer connected to the network (PARAGRAPH [00101], 
JUSTIN); and 

at least one processing device connected to the network, the processing device having a 
data storage device (FIGURE 1, DIAGRAM 1 18, JUSTIN), the processing device to: 

receive an incoming feed file having descriptive information describing an event, the 
event provided by a content provider (PARAGRAPH [0103], JUSTIN); 

apply a template to the descriptive information of the feed file to determine if the event is 
approved (PARAGRAPH [0088], JUSTIN); 
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store the feed file in the data storage device if approved (PARGRAPH [01 14], JUSTIN); 
receive a request file containing one or more search criteria (FIGURE 3F, JUSTIN); and 
provide an answer file containing one or more feed files that meet the search criteria of 

the request file (PARAGRAPH [0037], JUSTIN). 

Claim 17 : 

Regarding Claim 17, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches storing the incoming feed 
file in a queue (PARAGRAPH [0 1 27] , JUSTIN); 

modifying the descriptive information of the feed file (SEE CLAIM 2, WHEREIN THIS 
LIMITAION IS SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME AS CLAIM 2); and 
identifying the feed as approved (SEE CLAIM 2, WHEREIN THIS LIMITAION IS 
SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME AS CLAIM 2). 
Claims 18 and 24 : 

Regarding Claims 1 8 and 24, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches wherein the 
processing device is further operative to: 

identify a category of the event; select a specific template having descriptive information 
based on the category of the event (PAGE 21, LINES 18-20, TOBIAS); and 

store the descriptive information of the specific template in the feed file (PAGE 22, 
LINS 1-5, TOBIAS). 
Claims 19 and 23 : 

Regarding Claims 19 and 23, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches wherein the 
program processing device is further operative to: 

identify the content provider submitting the feed file (PARAGRAPH [0047], JUSTIN); 
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select a specific template having descriptive information based on the identity of the 
content provider (PARAGRAPH [0020], JUSTIN); and 

store the descriptive information of the specific template in the descriptive information of the 
corresponding feed file (SEE ABSTRACT AND PARAGRAPH [004], JUSTIN) 
Claim 20 : 

Regarding Claim 20, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches wherein applying the 
template further comprises: comparing the descriptive information from the incoming feed file 
with the template, the template containing descriptive information (SEE CLAIM 2, WHEREIN 
THIS LIMITAION IS SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME AS CLAIM 2); and 

identifying the feed file as approved if the descriptive information of the feed file 
matches the descriptive information of the template (SEE CLAIM 2, WHEREIN THIS 
LIMITAION IS SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME AS CLAIM 2). 
Claim 21 : 

Regarding Claim 21, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches a computer program 
product having a computer readable medium with computer program logic recorded thereon, the 
computer program product comprising: 

means for receiving an incoming feed file having a plurality of descriptive information 
describing an event from a content provider (SEE CLAIM 22, WHEREIN THIS LIMITAION IS 
SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME AS CLAIM 22, JUSTIN); 

means for applying a template to the descriptive information contained in the feed file to 
determine if the feed file is approved (SEE CLAIM 22, WHEREIN THIS LIMITAION IS 
SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME AS CLAIM 22, JUSTIN); and 
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means for storing the feed file in a database if approved (SEE CLAIM 22, WHEREIN 
THIS LIMITAION IS SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME AS CLAIM 22, JUSTIN). 
Claim 26 : 

Regarding Claim 26, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches wherein the service levels 
are based on an amount of digital content received from the content providers (PAGE 11, 
TABLE 1, TOBIAS). 
Claim 27 : 

Regarding Claim 27, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches wherein the service levels 
are based on fees paid by the content providers (PAGE 11, TABLE 1, TOBIAS). 

Claims 13 and 28-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
JUSTIN et al (WO 02/057943/Filing Date: January 18, 2002) in view of TOBIAS et al. (WO 
00/48375/FHing Date of Patent: February 11, 2000) and further in view of ANANIAN (US 
PATENT NO. 7,013,290/FiIing Date of Patent: July 26, 2002). 
Claim 13 : 

Regarding Claim 13, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS teaches a graphical interface for 
processing digital content identified by a plurality of feed files, the interface comprising: 

a display window configured to present and to permit editing of descriptive information 
corresponding to an event identified in a feed file, wherein the descriptive information is 
separated into at least two groups of descriptive information (PARAGRAPH [0130] & [0132] & 
[0136], JUSTIN); 

JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS discloses all the limitations. However, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF 
TOBIAS does not disclose wherein a plurality of tabs located on the display window for selecting 
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among the at least two groups of descriptive information; and a save button (FIGURE 9, 
DIAGRAM 910, ANANIAN) located on the display window configured to store the plurality of 
descriptive information in a database, the descriptive information corresponding to the event of 
the incoming feed file. 

However, ANANIAN does disclose wherein a plurality of tabs located on the display 
window for selecting among the at least two groups of descriptive information (COLUMN 44, 
LINES 51-62, ANANIAN; and a save button located on the display window configured to store 
the plurality of descriptive information in a database, the descriptive information corresponding 
to the event of the incoming feed file (COLUMN 21, LINES 15-20 & LINES 36-45, 
ANANIAN). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
incorporate a update button disclosed by ANANIAN within JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS system, for \ 
the method of updating/saving data periodically as it is updated by a user and stored within a user profile, 
and utilized by a peer sharing network. 
Claims 28 and 3 1 : 

Regarding Claims 28 and 31, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS AND FURTHER IN 
VIEW OF ANANIAN teaches wherein the priority includes excluding feed files received from 
the second content provider (COLUMN 65, LINES 23-27, ANANIAN). 
Claim 29 and 32 : 

Regarding Claim 29, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS AND FURTHER IN VIEW OF 
ANANIAN teaches wherein the priority includes identifying feed files received from the first 
content provider before feed files received from the second content provider (COLUMN 65, 
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LINES 28-35, ANANIAN). 
Claim 30 : 

Regarding Claim 30, JUSTIN IN VIEW OF TOBIAS AND FURTHER IN VIEW OF 
ANANIAN teaches wherein the first content provider pays a first fee and the second content 
provider pays a second fee, the first fee greater than the second fee, and wherein the feed files 
identified by the answer file received from the first content provider receive priority over feed 
files received from the second content provider (COLUMN 65, LINES 28-35, ANANIAN). 

Examiner's Response to Applicant Argument 

Applicant Argues: 

Applicant argues prior art fails to teach suggest or disclose "applying a template to feed 
files received from content providers to determine if the received feed files are approved". 
Examiner Response: 

Examiner is not persuaded. Referring to JUSTIN, paragraphs [0088] and [0089], wherein 
the default batch file uploads files takes the following format, wherein "batch file uploads" this is 
interpreted to be equivalent to "feed files" wherein the file is first identified as being for use in a 
"DEFAULT" batch upload and relevant files details are separated by double colons as follows - 
see format below, wherein this is interpreted to be equivalent to "a template", and wherein the 
following default batch file will apply to all files in the client FTP directory and so forth, and 
wherein a copyright notice reading, and no description and no keywords, and wherein an 
indication that the file is secure, having the security key, and having security intervals, and 
wherein "having a security key", is interpreted to be equivalent to "feed files are approved". 
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Applicant Argues: 

Applicant argues prior art fails to teach, suggest, or disclose "managing digital content 
received from a plurality of content providers and facilitating access to digital content by a 
plurality of subscribers by incoming feed files from a plurality of content providers, each feed 
file having descriptive information describing digital content; determining if the feed files are 
approved by applying one or more templates to the feed files; receiving a request file from the 
subscriber, the request file containing one or more search criteria; and providing an answer file in 
response to the request file, each answer file identifying one or more feed files that meet the 
search criteria of a corresponding request file. 
Examiner Response: 

Examiner is not persuaded. Referring to "managing digital content received from a 
plurality of content providers and facilitating access to digital content by a plurality of 
subscribers by incoming feed files from a plurality of content providers, each feed file having 
descriptive information describing digital content", 

In response to applicant's arguments, the recitation "managing digital content received 
from a plurality of content providers and facilitating access to digital content by a plurality of 
subscribers by incoming feed files from a plurality of content providers, each feed file having 
descriptive information describing digital content" has not been given patentable weight because 
the recitation occurs in the preamble. A preamble is generally not accorded any patentable 
weight where it merely recites the purpose of a process or the intended use of a structure, and 
where the body of the claim does not depend on the preamble for completeness but, instead, the 
process steps or structural limitations are able to stand alone. See In re Hirao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 
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USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 152, 88 USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 
1951). 

determining if the feed files are approved by applying one or more templates to the feed 
files, See TOBIAS, pages 16 and 17, lines 18-24 and 1-3, wherein to provide a user interface 
that allows individuals associated with an authorized affiliate server to submit subscription 
request, and wherein the user interface may be dynamically generated based on subscriptions that 
are active in the system, wherein order manager may be configured to receive request over the 
network and to verify that that the request is form a user that is associated with an authorized to 
server, wherein this is interpreted to be "determining if the feed files are approved", and wherein 
upon authenticating the authorized affiliate user, the order manager may generate a GUI for 
displaying a list of media programs and distribution rules that are available for generating a 
subscription, wherein this is interpreted to be equivalent to 'applying one or more templates to 
feed files, wherein GUI is interpreted to be the "template", and wherein list of media programs 
and distribution rules is interpreted and equivalent to "feed files". 

receiving a request file from the subscriber (See Tobias, wherein page 24,lines 15-16, 
wherein in response to a client request the streaming media of a particular media file), the 
request file containing one or more search criteria, See TOBIAS, page 23, lines 17-18, wherein 
search and retrieve encrypted media files, which is interpreted to be equivalent to "request file, 
containing one or more search criteria) 
and 

providing an answer file in response to the request file, each answer file identifying one 
or more feed files that meet the search criteria of a corresponding request file, See TOBIAS, 
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pages 24 and 25, lines 4-22 and 1-14, wherein in response to a client request streaming of a 
particular media file, causes an electronic document to displayed, wherein in response the end 
user selects a particular media file link, wherein this is interpreted to be " providing an answer 
file in response to a request file each file, each answer file identifying one or more feed files that 
meet the request ", wherein a "particular media file" is interpreted to correspond to "each answer 
file", wherein the subscription manage retrieves the subscription rules that were assigned to the 
media file, wherein this is interpreted to be " meet the search criteria of a corresponding request 
file ", wherein its is decrypts the encrypted media file and forwards the file to the appropriate 
streaming server, and then forward to the requesting windows media server to play the streaming 
media file. 

Also, See ANAIAN, columns 18 and 19, lines 60-67 and lines 1-17, as it also discloses 
"providing an answer file in response to the request file, each answer file identifying one or more 
feed files that meet the search criteria of a corresponding request file", wherein "providing a 
"feedback loop" in response to advertising and promotions, wherein this is interpreted to be 
equivalent to " providing an answer file in response to the request file ", wherein currently, the 
only feedback available to vendors is the actual sales transactions arising out of a promotion 
campaign, and wherein the direct feedback and control of the following measurements and 
services could include, but are not limited to: price, frequency, monetary, purchase parameters, 
viral marketing, interest analysis, trend analysis, spending patterns, budget analysis, on-the-fly 
promotional controls, brand analysis, product analysis, inventory analysis, infinite up-sell and 
cross-sell opportunities, subscription analysis, and retention controls, which is interpreted to be 
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equivalent to " identifying one or more feed files that meet the search criteria of a corresponding 
request file ". 
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